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pretations which are obviously and consciously false, such as
that which throws the whole responsibility for the revolt on to a
few fanatics, so that the Jewish people as a whole may appear
blameless in the matter. The figures which he gives are always
doubtful, and the dialogues scattered through his pages do not
give any greater impression of authenticity than those with
which Livy afflicts us. Even with regard to the official docu-
ments which he claims to have copied, we have often good
grounds for suspecting him of having altered, misinterpreted
or actually forged them. Wherever we are in a position to
check him we find him allowing himself the most deplorable
liberties with his sources. He inspires little confidence even as
an eye-witness, being much addicted to exaggeration, a failing
in which he indulges with a sort of cynicism, heedless even of
absurdity. And lastly, he assumed a burden which was beyond
his powers, and the last books of the Antiquities show signs of
weariness and a certain slackening in care.
Taken all in all, neither the man nor his work is of the
first quality ; yet if some misfortune had robbed us of the
Antiquities and the Jewish War we should not even be able to
attempt a reconstruction of the Grasco-Roman period of Jewish
history, for what other documents we possess are of value solely
in relation to these works. Also it is only fair to add that
Christian scribes have not shown a proper respect for the text,
which they have often shamelessly interpolated and also have
perhaps deliberately mutilated.1
It is a pity that we do not possess, side by side with the
works of Josephus, those of his enemy Justus ben Pistos, known
as Justus of Tiberias.2 He too wrote a history of the Jewish
war, and composed a Chronicle extending from the time of
Moses to that of Agrippa II. These books were still known to
Photius in the ninth century, but they have not come down to
us. Even more valuable perhaps would be the works of Nicholas
of Damascus, tutor to the children of Antony and Cleopatra,
and a friend of Herod the Great, which were Josephus's main
source outside the Bible.3 But these have perished, together
1	A. Berendts, Die Zeugnisse wrti Christentum im Slavischen de bello
judaico des Josephus, Leipzig, 1906, and Schurer's critique of it in TLZ,
1906, col. 262 ff.    Quite recently R. Eisler has attempted to reinstate
the Slavonic Josephus, and has convinced Salomon Reinach, but  I
cannot believe he has won his case, for reasons which I have given in the
volume of this series which relates to Jesus (Jesus, Eng. trans., 19, 149,
281 j(f.).    On the other hand the same scholar has given striking examples
of the way in which Christians of the Middle Ages maltreated Jewish
texts.    Cf, CGLXXXIX, i, the plates at the end of the volume.
2	LXXF, i, 58 ;   XXV, ii, 433.	3 LXXV, i, 50 ff.

